The opinion in support of the decision being entered today was not
witten for publication and is not binding precedent of the Board.

Paper No. 41

UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND | NTERFERENCES

Ex parte YOSH TAKA M YOSHI

Appeal No. 1998-2895
Application No. 08/430,173

ON BRI EF

Bef ore HAI RSTON, HECKER, and GROSS, Adm ni strative Patent
Judges.
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DECI SI ON ON_APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clainms 10
t hrough 12, 19 and 23.

The di sclosed invention relates to an endoscopi c i mage
di splay system that simnultaneously displays currently obtained
endoscopi ¢ novi ng i mages, previously obtained endoscopic still
i mges, and character information related to at | east one of

the noving images and the still imges.
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Claim?23 is the only independent claimon appeal, and it
reads as foll ows:
23. An endoscopic i mge display system capabl e of

al ways and sinul taneously displaying (1) endoscope noving
i mges under current exam nation obtained by an

endoscope, (2) a plurality of reduced still endoscope

i mges from former exam nations which were conducted before
the current exam nation, (3) non-reduced still imges

sel ected from anmong said plurality of reduced still
endoscope i mages, and (4) character information related to
at | east one of said endoscope novi ng i mages, said reduced
still inmages, and said non-reduced still imges, in a
predeterm ned region on a single nonitor, conprising:

a recordi ng apparatus for recording i mage signals;

a first imge nenory for storing only said endoscope
nmoving i mges in the formof said recorded i mage signals;

a second imge nmenmory for storing only said reduced
and non-reduced still imges in the formof said
recorded i mage si gnal s;

a third imge nenory for storing only said character
information as a retrieval -character image signal; and

di splay control nmeans for sw tching outputs of said
menori es of each of said i mages between said first,

second and third image nmenories in every corresponding
di splay region sequentially and for outputting the plurality
of i mge signals to said nmonitor in accordance with the

swi t chi ng operation.

The references relied on by the exam ner are:

Kantor et al. (Kantor) 4,877,016 Cct. 31,
1989
Nakamura et al. (Nakanura) 4,920, 413 Apr. 24,
1990
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Ki kuchi 5, 045, 935 Sep. 3,
1991

(filed Apr. 9, 1990)

Claim 23 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §8 103 as being

unpat ent abl e over Nakanmura in view of Kikuchi
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Clainms 10 through 12 and 19 stand rejected under 35
Uu.S. C
8§ 103 as being unpatentable over Nakamura in view of Kikuchi
and Kant or.

Reference is made to the brief (paper number 38) and the
answer (paper number 39) for the respective positions of the
appel l ant and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON

For all of the reasons expressed by the exan ner (answer,
pages 3 through 6), and the additional reasons set forth
infra, we will sustain the obviousness rejection of clainms 10
t hrough 12, 19 and 23.

We agree with appellant’s argunment (brief, pages 9 and
10) that Nakarmura does not expressly state that the character-
di spl ay-signal generating circuit 59 has a nenory. On the
ot her hand, we agree with the exam ner’s reasoni ng (answer,
pages 5 and 6) that the character display generator 59 nust
i nherently “store the character signal in some formfirst” in
order to accurately display patient data.

Wth respect to appellant’s argument (brief, page 10)

that the combi ned teachings of the references fall short of

4
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teaching that “information fromall three of these nmenories
can be simultaneously retrieved and di splayed,” we find that
the skilled artisan woul d have known from the teachings of the
references to sinultaneously view the three sources of
information. As stated by the exam ner (answer, page 5),
“Figures 5a, 5b, 13, and 14 in Nakanura all show sinultaneous
di splay of different types of inmages” as cl ai ned.

In summary, the 35 U . S.C. §8 103 rejection of claim23 is
sustained. The 35 U.S.C. 8 103 rejection of clainms 10 through
12 and 19 is |likew se sustai ned because we agree with the
exam ner (answer, pages 4 and 6) that the skilled artisan
woul d have known from the teachings of the applied references
to simultaneously display the three different types of inmages
on a hi-vision nmonitor for greater resolution of the displayed
i mages.

DECI SI ON
The deci sion of the exam ner rejecting clainms 10 through

12, 19 and 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 is affirned.
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No tinme period for taking any subsequent action in

connection with this appeal may be extended under 37 C. F. R

§ 1.136(a).
AFFI RMED
)
KENNETH W HAI RSTON )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
)
)
) BOARD OF PATENT
STUART N. HECKER )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) APPEALS AND
)
) | NTERFERENCES
)
ANI TA PELLMAN GROSS )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
KWH: hh
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